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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Landsman et al. (US Pat. No. 6,466,967). 

3. Consider claim 1 . Landsman et al. teaches a computer-readable medium 
encoded with program codes for enabling a method of reproducing AV data in an 
interactive mode using markup documents, performed by a computer, the computer- 
readable medium comprising: a first program code to carry out buffering of the markup 
documents to preload the markup documents (col. 16, line 56 - col. 17, line 9; col. 26, 
lines 43-49); and a second program code to output information indicating whether the 
buffering of the markup documents is completed (col. 15, lines 51-67; col. 25, lines 39- 
48; col. 26, lines 20-49). 

4. Consider claim 2. Landsman et al. teaches the computer-readable medium of 
claim 1 , wherein the first program code is executed in response to a fetch signal used to 
issue a preload command (col. 16, line 56 - col. 17, line 9; col. 26, lines 43-49). 
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5. Consider claim 3. Landsman et al. teaches the computer-readable medium of 
claim 1, wherein the second program code is executed in response to an application 
program interface (API) inquiring whether the buffering of the markup documents is 
completed (col. 34, line 66 - col. 35, line 18). 

6. Consider claim 5. Landsman et al. teaches a computer-readable medium 
encoded with program codes for enabling a method of reproducing AV data in an 
interactive mode using markup documents, performed by a computer, the computer- 
readable medium comprising: a first program code which issues a command to preload 
the markup documents using a fetch signal (col. 16, line 56 - col. 17, line 9; col. 26, lines 
43-49); and a second program code which informs whether the command to preload the 
markup documents has been successfully issued using the fetch signal (col. 15, lines 
51-67; col. 25, lines 39-48; col. 26, lines 20-49). 

7. Consider claim 6. Landsman et al. teaches the computer-readable medium of 
claim 5, wherein the first program code generates the fetch signal and outputs the fetch 
signal to a buffer manager to preload the markup documents in response to reception of 
the fetch signal (col. 15, lines 51-567; col. 25, lines 39-48; col. 26, lines 20-49). 

8. Consider claim 7. Landsman et al. teaches the computer-readable medium of 
claim 5, wherein the second program code informs a content decoder of whether the 
command to preload the markup documents has been successfully issued to a buffer 
manager, using an application program interface (API) (col. 15, lines 51-67; col. 25, 
lines 39-48/; col. 26, lines 20-49; col. 34, line 66 -col. 35, line 18). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 4, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Landsman (US Pat. No. 6,466,967) in view of Official Notice. 

1 1 . Consider claim 4. Landsman et al. teaches all claimed limitations as stated 
above, except an [objj.allDone. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to 
create an API object. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to create an [objj.allDone API object, in order to 
inquire the system about the completion of some procedure. 

12. Consider claim 8. Landsman et al. teaches a computer-readable medium 
encoded with program codes for enabling a method of reproducing AV data in an 
interactive mode using markup documents, performed by a computer, the computer- 
readable medium comprising: a first program code which is used for a content decoder 
to check whether a buffer manager has completed preloading of the markup documents 
by using an application program interface (API) (col. 15, lines 51-67; col. 25, lines 39- 
48; col. 26, lines 20-49). 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,696 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2621 

Landsman et al. does not teach returning a value of true to the content decoder 
in response to the preloading of the markup documents being successfully completed 
by the buffer manager by using the API, and otherwise, returning a value of false to the 
content decoder. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to 
return a value of true or false to check whether a procedure was successfully 
completed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to return a value of true to the content decoder in 
response to the preloading of the markup documents being successfully completed by 
the buffer manager by using the API, and otherwise, returning a value of false to the 
content decoder, in order to determine if the data has been buffered. 
13. Claim 9 is rejected using similar reasoning as the corresponding claim above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MISHAWN DUNN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM to 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on (571)272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/MISHAWN DUNN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
August 18, 2008 



/Thai Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



